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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
• WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 



1 )[X] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 August 2007 . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)[X] This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

. closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) 13 Claim(s) 1-12,15-21 and 23 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice to Applicant 

1. Claims 1-12, 15-21, and 23 are pending. Claims 13, 14, and 22 are cancelled. 
Claims 15 and 16 are withdrawn. Claims 1,2,7, 9, 12, 17, 18, and 21 are independent. 
Claims 1, 2, 9, 12, 17, and 21 are currently amended. The remaining claims are as per 
the original. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 7 recites the limitation "the transaction". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

4. Claim 17 recites the limitation "the information" in lines 4 and 6 of the 
specification. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the - claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 1-14 and 17-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carlisle et al (US Pat# 5,649,1 18) in view of Schimmel (PG Pub# US 
2002/0103753). 

A. As per claim 1 , Carlisle teaches a settlement system configured to process 
transactions, the settlement system comprising: 
an IC card (Carlisle: col 2, ins 21-30); 

a transaction terminal (Carlisle: col 1 , In 67 to col 2, In 3); 

a plurality of settlement processors (Carlisle: col 2, Ins 27-30); 

an IC card-holder information storage unit configured to store therein: (i) IC card 
identification information based on which each of a plurality of IC cards including said IC 
card can be uniquely identified, and for each uniquely identified IC card (ii) settlement 
processor information for each settlement processor that is associated with said each 
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uniquely identified IC card, wherein each of said plurality of IC cards including said IC 
card being associated with two or more of said settlement processors (Carlisle: col 2, 
Ins 21-30); 

an approval request receiving unit configured to receive, through said transaction 
terminal, IC card identification information, settlement processor designation information 
for specifying one or more of the plurality of settlement processors, and transaction 
information containing transaction amount data (Carlisle: Fig 13, items 112 and 114; col 
21, Ins 2-20); 

and 

a settlement request unit configured to generate settlement request information based 
on the transaction information and the settlement processor designation information and 
to transmit the settlement request information thus generated to one or more settlement 
processors specified by the settlement processor designation information (Carlisle: Fig 
13, items 112 and 116; col 21, Ins 2-20). 

The system of Carlisle explicitly teaches the use of an IC card for the 
aforementioned features, but fails to explicitly teach a central apparatus distinct from the 
terminal and settlement processors which is functionally inserted between the terminal 
and the settlement processors, wherein the central apparatus contains the 



i 
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aforementioned units for card-holder information storage, approval request receiving, 
and settlement request. However, this feature is well-known in the art as evidenced by 
the teachings of SchimmeL 

Schimmel teaches a settlement system utilizing multiple payment sources. Said 
system can be practiced in a distributed or centralized format (Schimmel: abstract; 
[01 11], wherein the server running the "Charge Splitter Application" is the central 
apparatus). The central apparatus has the capabilities of card-holder information 
storage (Schimmel: [0120]-[0127]); approval request receiving and transition: 
(Schimmel: [0101]; [0111]); [0128]) and settlement requesting (Schimmel: [0116]-[0117]; 
[0128]; [0136]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the IC card payment system of Carlisle with the system of Schimmel 
for the reason of upgrading through retro-fit (rather than complete replacement, 
Schimmel: [0070]) the system of Carlisle by adding the ability to split the costs of a 
transaction between multiple payment sources (Schimmel: [0029]-[0030]) which might 
include other individuals who make contributory payments beyond the portion paid by 
the person purchasing the items (Schimmel: [0122]-[0130]). 

B. Claims 2-12 and 17-21, and 23 are rejected substantially for the same reasons 
as provided for claim 1 . 



Response to Arguments 
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4. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Martin A. Gottschalk whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 7030. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James P. Trammell can be reached on (571) 272-6712. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




MG 
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